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Applicant's Response 

In Applicant's Response dated 28 October 2004, Applicant submitted a copy of 
the original oath, amended Claims 1, 2, 4 and 6-9, and argued against all objections 
and rejections previously set forth in the Office Action dated 12 August 2004. 

The objection to the oath is withdrawn. The rejections for Claims 1-9 are 
withdrawn. 



Claim Objections 

Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• the phrase "over a network" in Line 6 should be amended to — over the network 
— because the "network" is previously identified (see Claim 8, Line 4); and 

• the phrase "displaying a list" in Line 1 1 should be amended to — displaying the 
list — because the "list" is previously identified (see Claim 8, Line 7). 

Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• the phrase "displaying the a list" in Line 4 should be amended to — displaying 
the list — because it is unclear whether the term "a" has been deleted from the 
phrase. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3 and 5-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Amro et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,757,370. 
Claim 1: 

Amro discloses a method for displaying portions a long document in a limited 
viewing area of a display on a client machine (see Figure 3; see Column 1 , Lines 14-16; 
see Column 1 , Lines 34-41 ; see Column 3, Line 57 through Column 4, Line 4; see 
Column 1 , Lines 44-61 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location 
apparatus allows a user the user to quickly locate objects in a lengthy HTML document), 
comprising: 

• retrieving a requested long document from a server communicatively connected 
over a network to the client (see Figures 2-4; see Column 2, Lines 30-31 ; see 
Column 2, Lines 56-59; see Column 3, Line 57 through Column 4, Line 4 - Amro 
discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus displays lengthy 
HTML web pages retrieved from the Internet); 

• in response to retrieving the document, parsing the document for tags identifying 
document components (see Figure 4; see Column 3, Line 57 through Column 4, 
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Line 4 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus scans 
each line of each page of the web page for HTML tags); 

• in response to parsing the document, creating a list of identified document 
components, and storing the list in a cache (see Figure 4; see Column 4, Lines 5- 
8 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus creates an 
outline that defines the objects in the HTML document and stores the outline in 
memory); 

• displaying a portion of the document in conjunction with a scroll bar (see Figure 3 
-Amro discloses this limitation, as clearly indicated in the cited figure); 

• in response to receiving a designated user action, displaying the list of identified 
document components (see Figures 3 and 5; see Column 4, Lines 30-50 - Amro 
discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus displays in a mini 
window an outline for the HTML document in response to the user pressing and 
holding the second mouse button down over the elevator in the scroll bar); and 

• in response to receiving a user selection of one of the identified document 
components within the list, displaying another portion of the document containing 
the selected identified document components (see Column 4, Lines 30-50 - 
Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus removes the 
mini window and scrolls the HTML document to the object corresponding to the 
position of the elevator in the scroll bar in response to the second mouse button 
being released). 
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Claim 2: 

Amro discloses the method of Claim 1 , wherein parsing the document for tags 
identifying document components further comprises parsing the document for tags 
identifying hyperlinks (see Figures 4 and 5; see Column 3, Line 28 through Column 4, 
Line 4 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus scans the 
entire HTML document, identifies every object in the document and includes each 
object of the document in the outline. Amro also discloses that the outline displays 
"text" and a "picture object." The "text" in the HTML web page may be a hyperlink. 
Also, the "picture object" in the HTML web page may be a hyperlink icon. Thus, the 
object location apparatus parses the HTML document for "tags identifying hyperlinks." 
Moreover, Amro also discloses that the outline displays objects that are not recognized. 
So, even if the object location apparatus does not recognize a hyperlink object, the 
hyperlink object is represented in the outline.); and wherein displaying the list of 
identified document components further comprises displaying identified hyperlinks in a 
visual association with the displayed document components (see Figure 3 - Amro 
discloses this limitation, as clearly indicated in the cited figure); and further comprising 
displaying another portion of the document containing a selected identified hyperlink in 
response to receiving a different user selection of one of the identified hyperlinks (as 
indicated in the above rejection for Claim 1 , Amro discloses this limitation). 
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Claim 3: 

Amro discloses the method of Claim 1 , wherein the designated user action is a 
right mouse click within the scroll bar area (as indicated in the above rejection for Claim 
1 , Amro discloses this limitation). 

Claim 5: 

Amro discloses the method of Claim 1, further comprising removing the list from 
being displayed if a subsequent user action outside of the displayed list area is received 
(see Column 4, Lines 30-50 - Amro discloses this limitation in that it expressly recites 
that, when the user releases the second mouse button, the mini window is removed; 
this implies that the mini window is removed whenever the subsequent user action is 
inside or outside the mini window). 

Claim 6: 

Amro discloses a computer system having a limited viewing area display for 
displaying portions a long document (see Figures 2 and 3; see Column 1, Lines 14-16; 
see Column 1 , Lines 34-41 ; see Column 3, Line 57 through Column 4, Line 4; see 
Column 1 , Lines 44-61 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location 
apparatus allows a user the user to quickly locate objects in a lengthy HTML document), 
comprising: 

• a browser application having means for retrieving a requested long document 
from a server communicatively connected over a network (see Figures 2-4; see 
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Column 2, Lines 30-31; see Column 2, Lines 56-59; see Column 3, Line 57 
through Column 4, Line 4 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object 
location apparatus displays lengthy HTML web pages retrieved from the Internet; 
Amro implies that a browser retrieves the compound document in that the GUI 
displayed in Figure 3 looks like a browser application and the object location 
apparatus scans HTML documents via the Internet, as expressly disclosed in 
Column 4, Line 2); 

• in response to retrieving the document, means for parsing the document for tags 
identifying document components (see Figure 4; see Column 3, Line 57 through 
Column 4, Line 4 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location 
apparatus scans each line of each page of the web page for HTML tags); 

• in response to parsing the document, means for creating a list of identified 
document components, and storing the list in a cache (see Figure 4; see Column 
4, Lines 5-8 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus 
creates an outline that defines the objects in the HTML document); 

• means for displaying a portion of the document in conjunction with a scroll bar 
(see Figure 3 - Amro discloses this limitation, as clearly indicated in the cited 
figure); 

• in response to receiving a designated user action, means for displaying the list of 
identified document components (see Figures 3 and 5; see Column 4, Lines SO- 
SO - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus displays 
in a mini window an outline for the HTML document in response to the user 
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pressing and holding the second mouse button down over the elevator in the 
scroll bar); and 

• in response to receiving a user selection of one of the identified document 

components within the list, means for displaying another portion of the document 
containing the selected identified document components (see Column 4, Lines 
30-50 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus 
removes the mini window and scrolls the HTML document to the object 
corresponding to the position of the elevator in the scroll bar in response to the 
second mouse button being released). 

Claim 7: 

Amro discloses the system of Claim 6, wherein the means for parsing the 
document for tags identifying document components further comprises means for 
parsing the document for tags identifying hyperlinks (see Figures 4 and 5; see Column 
3, Line 28 through Column 4, Line 4 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object 
location apparatus scans the entire HTML document, identifies every object in the 
document and includes each object of the document in the outline. Amro also discloses 
that the outline displays "text" and a "picture object." The "text" in the HTML web page 
may be a hyperlink. Also, the "picture object" in the HTML web page may be a 
hyperlink icon. Thus, the object location apparatus parses the HTML document for 
"tags identifying hyperlinks." Moreover, Amro also discloses that the outline displays 
objects that are not recognized. So, even if the object location apparatus does not 
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recognize a hyperlink object, the hyperlink object is represented in the outline.); and 
wherein the means for displaying the list of identified document components further 
comprises means for displaying identified hyperlinks in a visual association with the 
displayed list of document components (see Figure 3 - Amro discloses this limitation, as 
clearly indicated in the cited figure); and further comprising means for displaying 
another portion of the document containing a selected identified hyperlink in response to 
receiving a different user selection of one of the identified hyperlinks (as indicated in the 
above rejection for Claim 6, Amro discloses this limitation). 

Claim 8: 

Amro discloses a computer program having computer readable program code 
means on a computer usable medium (see Figure 4; see Column 1, Lines 14-16; see 
Column 1, Lines 44-61; see Column 6, Lines 24-27 - Amro discloses this limitation in 
that the object location method comprises computer software for executing the method), 
comprising: 

• instruction means for retrieving a document from a server communicatively 
connected over a network (see Figures 2-4; see Column 2, Lines 30-31; see 
Column 2, Lines 56-59; see Column 3, Line 57 through Column 4, Line 4 - Amro 
discloses this limitation in that the object location apparatus displays lengthy 
HTML web pages retrieved from the Internet); 

• in response to retrieving the document, instruction means for parsing the 
document received over the network for tags identifying document components 
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(see Figure 4; see Column 3, Line 57 through Column 4, Line 4 - Amro discloses 
this limitation in that the object location apparatus scans each line of each page 
of the web page for HTML tags); 

• in response to parsing the document, instruction means for creating a list of 
identified document components and instruction means for storing the list in a 
cache (see Figure 4; see Column 4, Lines 5-8 - Amro discloses this limitation in 
that the object location apparatus creates an outline that defines the objects in 
the HTML document); 

• instruction means for displaying a portion of the document in conjunction with a 
scroll bar (see Figure 3 - Amro discloses this limitation, as clearly indicated in the 
cited figure); 

• in response to receiving a designated user action, instruction means for 
displaying the list of identified document components (see Figures 3 and 5; see 
Column 4, Lines 30-50 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location 
apparatus displays in a mini window an outline for the HTML document in 
response to the user pressing and holding the second mouse button down over 
the elevator in the scroll bar); and 

• in response to receiving a user selection of one of the identified document 
components within the list, instruction means for displaying another portion of the 
document containing the selected identified document components (see Column 
4, Lines 30-50 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object location 
apparatus removes the mini window and scrolls the HTML document to the 
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object corresponding to the position of the elevator in the scroll bar in response 
to the second mouse button being released). 

Claim 9: 

Amro discloses the computer program of Claim 8, wherein the means for parsing 
the document for tags identifying document components further comprises means for 
parsing the document for tags identifying hyperlinks (see Figures 4 and 5; see Column 
3, Line 28 through Column 4, Line 4 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object 
location method scans the entire HTML document, identifies every object in the 
document and includes each object of the document in the outline. Amro also discloses 
that the outline displays "text" and a "picture object." The "text" in the HTML web page 
may be a hyperlink. Also, the "picture object" in the HTML web page may be a 
hyperlink icon. Thus, the object location method parses the HTML document for "tags 
identifying hyperlinks." Moreover, Amro also discloses that the outline displays objects 
that are not recognized. So, even if the object location method does not recognize a 
hyperlink object, the hyperlink object is represented in the outline.); and wherein the 
means for displaying the list of identified document components further comprises 
means for displaying identified hyperlinks in a visual association with the displayed 
document components (see Figure 3 - Amro discloses this limitation, as clearly 
indicated in the cited figure); and further comprising means for displaying another 
portion of the document containing a selected identified hyperlink in response to 
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receiving a different user selection of one of the identified hyperlinks (as indicated in the 
above rejection for Claim 8, Amro discloses this limitation). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Kuppusamy et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,769,096, in view of Amro, and further in view of 

Sotomayor, U.S. Patent No. 5,708,825. 

Claim 4: 

Kuppusamy discloses a method for displaying portions a long document in a 
limited viewing area of a display on a client machine (see Figure 4; see Column 1 , Lines 
14-16 and Column 2, Lines 6-9 - Kuppusamy discloses this limitation in that the HTML 
frameset creation program displays a table of contents for a lengthy HTML document), 
comprising: 

• retrieving a requested long document from a server communicatively connected 
over a network to the client (see Figure 2; see Column 10, Lines 9-34 - 
Kuppusamy discloses this limitation in that the program retrieves HTML 
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documents that are browser-readable; the document in Figure 2 is a "long 
document"); 

• in response to retrieving the document, parsing the document for tags identifying 
document components (see Column 10, Lines 9-19 - Kuppusamy discloses this 
limitation in that, anytime an HTML document is loaded into a browser, the 
browser parses every tag in the document upon the browser's retrieval of the 
document from the network; also, see Column 7, Lines 53-55 - Kuppusamy 
discloses this limitation in that the program scans the document to identify 
headings after retrieving the document; thus, the program parses the document 
"in response to retrieving the document"); 

• in response to parsing the document, creating a list of identified document 
components, and storing the list in a cache (see Figure 4; see Column 10, Lines 
20-62 - Kuppusamy discloses this limitation in that the program creates a 
frameset and a "table of contents" document, wherein the program parses the 
HTML document and inputs an entry into the "table of contents" document for 
each heading in the HTML document and stores the "table of contents" document 
in memory; thus, the program creates a "list" "in response to parsing the 
document" and stores the "list" in a "cache"); 

• displaying a portion of the document in conjunction with a scroll bar (see Figure 4 
- Kuppusamy discloses this limitation in that the program displays only a portion 
of the HTML document in the display window, and implies that the remainder of 
the document is accessible through a scroll bar); 
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• in response to receiving a designated user action, displaying the list of identified 
document components (see Figure 4; see Column 6, Lines 56-59; see Column 
10, Lines 20-62 - Kuppusamy discloses this limitation in that the program, in 
response to a user selecting a "TOC in Frameset" option, creates the "table of 
contents" document); and 

• in response to receiving a user selection one the identified document 
components within list, displaying another portion of document containing the 
selected identified document component (see Column 4, Lines 38-41 - 
Kuppusamy discloses this limitation in that the program, in response to a user 
clicking on a link in the "table of contents" document, displays the user-selected 
portion of the HTML document). 

For purposes of examination, the examiner assumes that, through amendment 
the original claims to include the "in response" phrases of Steps 2 and 3 in the 
independent claims and through Applicant's arguments, Applicant attempts to limit the 
scope of the present invention by specifying that the "creating" of the list recited in 
Claims 1 , 6 and 8 is executed automatically upon retrieval of the long document, 
without the user opting to create the list. In that context, Kuppusamy fails to expressly 
disclose: 

• automatically creating the list of identified document components and 
automatically saving the list in a cache; and 
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• subsequently displaying the created list only in response to a designated user 
action. 

Amro teaches a method for displaying portions a long document in a limited 
viewing area of a display on a client machine (as indicated in the above rejection for 
Claim 1 , Amro discloses this limitation), comprising: 

• automatically creating the list of identified document components and 
automatically saving the list in a cache (see Figure 4; see Column 4, Lines 5-8; 
see Column 4, Lines 30-36 - Amro discloses this limitation in that the object 
location apparatus automatically creates an outline that defines the objects in the 
HTML document and automatically stores the outline in memory); and 

• subsequently displaying the created list only in response to a designated user 
action (see Figure 4; see Column 4, Lines 5-8; see Column 4, Lines 30-36 - 
Amro discloses this limitation in that the apparatus displays the list only in 
response to the user clicking the second mouse button, as indicated in the cited 
figure and text), 

for the purposes of creating the list in the background of the computer program so that 
the processing time in creating the list is obviated and allowing the user to choose when 
the list is displayed so that the maximum amount of the lengthy HTML document is 
viewable. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed in Kuppusamy, to 
include: 
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• automatically creating the list of identified document components and 
automatically saving the list in a cache; and 

• subsequently displaying the created list only in response to a designated user 
action, 

for the purposes of creating the list in the background of the computer program so that 
the processing time in creating the list is obviated and allowing the user to choose when 
the list is displayed so that the maximum amount of the lengthy HTML document is 
viewable, as taught in Amro. 

Kuppusamy, in view of Amro, fails to expressly disclose/teach: 

• identified document components that are displayed in an alphabetical order. 
Sotomayor teaches a method for displaying portions a long document (see 

Figure 3; see Column 1 , Lines 6-13 - Amro teaches this limitation, as clearly indicated 
in the cited figure and text), comprising: 

• identified document components that are displayed in an alphabetical order (see 
Column 13, Lines 47-52; see Column 14, Line 30 through Column 15, Line 3 - 
Sotomayor teaches this limitation in that the document modification program 
parses the document, identifies concepts and key phrases, and displays those 
document components in an alphabetical order), 

in order to facilitate ordering of the document components in a multipage document so 
that a particular part of the document is easily located in the list (see Column 14, Lines 
38-40). 
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Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed in Kuppusamy, in view 
of Amro, to include: 

• identified document components that are displayed in an alphabetical order, 
in order to facilitate ordering of the document components in a multipage document so 
that a particular part of the document is easily located in the list, as taught in 
Sotomayor. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 1-3 and 5-9 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Arguments for Claim 4: 

Claim 4 has a new grounds for rejection, but Applicant's arguments apply partly 
to the new rejection. Thus, the examiner will address Applicants argument. 

Applicant argues that there is no suggestion or motivation to combine the 
teachings of Kuppusamy and Sotomayor. Applicant also argues that there is no 
reasonable expectation of success in the combination of Kuppusamy and Sotomayor. 
Applicant provides no analysis for these assertions. See Applicant's Response - Page 
13, fifth and sixth paragraphs. 

The examiner disagrees. 
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As indicated in the above rejection for Claim 4, Sotomayor expressly teaches that 
the identified document components that are displayed in an alphabetical order in order 
to facilitate ordering of the document components in a multipage document so that a 
particular part of the document is easily located in the list. 

Regarding expectation of success, Sotomayor is used solely to teach that the 
items of a list may be placed in alphabetical order. As demonstrated in Sotomayor, 
computer programmers have long known how to take the items of a list and put those 
items in alphabetical order. Performing this task in a computer program is 
extraordinarily simple. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Doug Hutton whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4137. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon, can be reached at (571 ) 272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2100. 



WDH 

February 27, 2005 




